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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 14, 15, 20 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Wong et al., US Patent no. 6,614,206 [Wong]. 

Regarding claim 1, Wong discloses a method of delivering power comprising: 

using a battery charging circuit [recharging apparatus] to transfer power from a source 

device in a network [laptop] to a first receiving device in the network [cellular phone, column 5, 

lines 23-37]; and 

using the battery charging circuit to transfer power from the source device to a second 

receiving device in the network [scanner], the first and second receiving devices being different 

types of devices [column 5, lines 23-37]. 

Regarding claim 14, Wong further discloses using the battery charging circuit to transfer 

data from the source device to at least one of the receiving devices [column 6, lines 6-19]. 
Regarding claim 15, Wong discloses a battery charging circuit comprising: 
a power delivery module [recharging apparatus, column 5, lines 23-30]; and 
a charge transfer interface [universal serial bus] operatively coupled to the power delivery 

module, the power delivery module to transfer power from a power supply through the charge 
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transfer interface to different types of receiving devices [cellular phone, scanner and printer, 
column 5, lines 23-37]. 

Regarding claim 20, Wong discloses a computer system comprising: 

a power supply [laptop, column 5, lines 28-30]; 

a power delivery module [recharging apparatus, column 5, lines 23-30]; and 

a charge transfer interface [universal serial bus] operatively coupled to the power delivery 

module, the power delivery module to transfer power from the power supply through the charge 

transfer interface to different types of receiving devices [cellular phone, scanner and printer, 

column 5, lines 23-37]. 

Regarding claim 23, Wong further discloses using the battery charging circuit to transfer 

data from the source device to at least one of the receiving devices [column 6, lines 6-19]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-10, 16 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wong et al., US Patent no. 6,614,206 [Wong], in view of Matsuda et al, US Patent no. 6,774,604 
[Matsuda]. 

Regarding claims 2, 16 and 21, Wong, as described above, discloses a method of 
providing power from a laptop to a plurality of peripheral devices through a USB connection, but 
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does disclose providing power from a laptop to a PDA. Wong instead discloses providing power 
to the PDA through a cradle. However, as shown by Matsuda, providing power to a PDA 
through a USB connection is well known in the art [column 7, lines 57-61]. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Wong method to include providing 
power to the PDA through a USB connection with the laptop instead of through a cradle to 
alleviate the need to carry the cradle for charging the PDA [column 7, lines 65 - column 8, lines 
2]. 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Wong discloses transferring power from a laptop computer 
[column 5, lines 23-37]. 

Applicant's numerous definitions of transferring power from the computer system 
(transferring power from a laptop computer or transferring power from a desktop computer) is 
construed to be an admission that the criticality does not reside in what type of computer system 
is used to transfer power and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Regarding claims 5-8, Wong and Matsuda discloses providing power from a laptop to a 
plurality of devices, including a cellular phone, a PDA, a digital camera, a printer and a scanner. 

Applicant's numerous definitions of devices which receive power from the computer 
system (personal digital assistant, wireless phone, digital camera and wireless headset) is 
construed to be an admission that the criticality does not reside in what type of device receives 
power from the computer system and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Wong discloses providing power from a laptop computer to a 
plurality of devices through a USB cable [column 5, lines 23-37]. 
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Applicant's numerous definitions of how the computer system transfers power to the 
devices (through a USB cable or through an inductive coupling charge transmitter) is construed 
to be an admission that the criticality does not reside in how the computer system transfers power 
to the devices and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Claims 11-13, 19, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wong et ah, US Patent no. 6,614,206 [Wong], in view of Kerai et al, US Patent no. 6,53 1,845 
[Kerai]. 

Regarding claims 11,19 and 25, Wong does not disclose determining an amount of 
available power in the source device, determining an amount of needed power in the receiving 
devices and determining an amount of power to transfer based on the available power and the 
needed power. Kerai discloses a method similar to the Wong method. Kerai further discloses 
determining an amount of available power in a source device, determining an amount of needed 
power in receiving devices and determining an amount of power to transfer based on the 
available power and the needed power [column 4, lines 20^59]. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include the Kerai teachings into the Wong method to protect the 
laptop from using too much battery power while powering the peripheral devices [Kerai, column 
4, lines 45-50]. 

Regarding claims 12 and 13, Kerai discloses denying power transfer from the laptop to 
the handset when the laptop battery charge level falls below a threshold [column 4, lines 45-50]. 
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Claims 17, 18, 22, 23 and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wong et al., US Patent no. 6,614,206 [Wong]. 

Regarding claims 17, 18, 22 and 23, Wong discloses providing power from a laptop 
computer to a plurality of devices through a USB cable [column 5, lines 23-37]. 

Applicant's numerous definitions of how the computer system transfers power to the 
devices (through a USB cable or through an inductive coupling charge transmitter) is construed 
to be an admission that the criticality does not reside in how the computer system transfers power 
to the devices and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Regarding claims 26-28, Wong discloses that the power supply is a laptop [column 5, 
lines 28-30]. 

Applicant's numerous definitions of what type of power supply is used (an AC adapter, a 
DC power source or a fuel cell) is construed to be an admission that the criticality does not reside 
in what type of power supply is used and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Claims 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wong et al., 
US Patent no. 6,614,206 [Wong], in view of Matsuda et al., US Patent no. 6,774,604 [Matsuda], 
Kerai et al., US Patent no. 6,531,845 [Kerai] and Applicant's Admitted Prior Art [AAPA]. 

Regarding claim 29, Wong discloses a laptop computer comprising: 

a lid [inherent that laptop computer has a lid]; 

a power supply [column 5, lines 28-30; 

a power delivery module [recharging apparatus, column 5, lines 23-30]; and 
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a charge transmitter [universal serial bus], the power delivery module to transfer power 
from the power supply through the charge transmitter to different types of receiving devices 
[cellular phone, scanner and printer, column 5, lines 23-37]. 

Wong, as described above, discloses providing power from a laptop to a plurality of 
peripheral devices through a USB connection, but does disclose providing power from a laptop 
to a PDA. Wong instead discloses providing power to the PDA through a cradle. However, as 
shown by Matsuda, providing power to a PDA through a USB connection is well known in the 
art [column 7, lines 57-61]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the Wong method to include providing power to the PDA through a USB connection 
with the laptop instead of through a cradle to alleviate the need to carry the cradle for charging 
the PDA [column 7, lines 65 - column 8, lines 2]. 

Wong and Matsuda do not disclose determining an amount of available power in the 
source device, determining an amount of needed power in the receiving devices and determining 
an amount of power to transfer based on the available power and the needed power. Kerai 
discloses a method similar to the Wong and Matsuda system. Kerai further discloses 
determining an amount of available power in a source device, determining an amount of needed 
power in receiving devices and determining an amount of power to transfer based on the 
available power and the needed power [column 4, lines 20-59]. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include the Kerai teachings into the Wong and Matsuda system 
to protect the laptop from using too much battery power while powering the peripheral devices 
[Kerai, column 4, lines 45-50]. 
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Wong, Matsuda and Kerai do not disclose using an inductive coupling charge transmitter 
as the charge transmitter for providing power form the laptop to the devices. However, as shown 
by AAPA, inductive coupling charge transmitters are well known in the art [page 5, paragraph 
0022], It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a well known 
inductive coupling charge transmitter as the charge transmitter in the Wong, Matsuda and Kerai 
system to eliminate the need to carry to carry cables for each device to connect to the system. 

Regarding claims 30-32, Wong discloses that the power supply is a laptop [column 5, 
lines 28-30]. 

Applicant's numerous definitions of what type of power supply is used (an AC adapter, a 
DC power source or a fuel cell) is construed to be an admission that the criticality does not reside 
in what type of power supply is used and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Calhoon et al., US Patent Application Publication no. 2005/0127868, discloses an 
inductive coupling charge transmitter for charging a battery. 

Cheng et al., US Patent Application Publication no. 2003/0210106, discloses an inductive 
coupling charge transmitter. 

Matsuda, US Patent no. 6,21 1,649, discloses a method for charging the battery of an 
external device using a USB cable. 
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Oprescu et al., US Patent no. 5,842,027, discloses a method for supplying power to 
devices coupled to a bus. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul B. Yanchus whose telephone number is (571) 272-3678. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 8:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne H. Browne can be reached on (571) 272-3670. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




May 11,2006 



Paul Yanchus 
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